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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office action is responsive to communications filed 6 September 2005. 

2. Per Applicants' request, amended claims 8, 15, 16 and 22 have been entered. Claims 8-25 are 
currently pending. 

3. Claims 8-25 have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 8-25 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 8-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
5,930,512 to Boden et al. (hereinafter "Boden"), in view of U.S. Patent 6,598219 to Lau. 

Regarding claims 8, 16 and 22: 

Boden teaches: 

a system that facilitates modeling of business processes comprised of a plurality of business 
operations comprising a computer-readable medium and a plurality of computer-executable 
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files ("a computer implemented method and system for implementing a workflow process 
server. A collection of processes defining a business workflow is generated. . ." in col. 2 lines 
51-54) 

a scheduling component that employs a dataflow diagram to define a flow of business 
operations, the dataflow diagram includes actions coupled via data flowing between them 
(Note at least Figure 12 and the corresponding sections of the disclosure. Further, "In a 
FlowMark process, the following are defined: how work is to progress from one activity to 
the next; which persons are to perform activities and what programs they are to use. . ." in 
col. 4 lines 57-60, "The flow of control through a running process determines the sequence 
in which activities are executed" in col. 5 lines 63-64. Finally, "The buildtime client 
constructs processes defining the flow and constructs of a work process, including activities, 
programs or processes, people, roles, and control data connectors" in col. 13 lines 22-25) 
a binding component that defines the business operations through a schedule message, a 
port connection, a port and a message interface with a component outside the schedule ("A 
program activity has a program assigned to perform it. The program is invoked when the 
activity is started. . in col. 5 lines 21-22. Further, "In the FlowMark workflow manager, 
program means a computer-based application program that supports the work to be done in 
an activity. . ." in col. 7 lines 29-31.) 
substantially as claimed. While Boden discloses the use of HTML with scheduling and binding (Note 
Figure 6, item 150 and the corresponding sections of the disclosure), Boden does not explicitly 
disclose the scheduling component and binding component employing/being based in/ utilizing 
XML. Lau discloses in an analogous software modeling system the ability to express a meta data 
model using XML ("a data model expressed in the form of a document according to a meta data 
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language. . .said data elements being arranged according to a meta data model, wherein said meta 
data model mirrors the sequence of tasks defined in the user interface. . .meta data language may 
comprise XML. . in col. 3 lines 5-20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to employ XML with the scheduling and binding 
components of the system disclosed by Boden, as this would integrate with the use of HTML and, 
by representing the model using an open standard, conventional parsers for the open standard may 
be used to retrieve the model information, as noted by Lau in col. 2 lines 33-35. 

Regarding claim 9: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses the binding component 
further defines technology specific information for binding business operations to at least one 
technological component as claimed ("A program activity has a program assigned to perform it. The 
program is invoked when the activity is started. . ." in col. 5 lines 21-22. Further, "In the FlowMark 
workflow manager, program means a computer-based application program that supports the work 
to be done in an activity. . in col. 7 lines 29-31.) 

Regarding claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses binding a single business 
operation to a plurality of technological components as claimed ("The process can consist of just 
one activity or of many activities and blocks" in col. 8 lines 32-33. As noted in the rejection of claim 
1, activities have programs assigned to support them.) 



Regarding claim 11: 
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The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses a binding file that provides 
port and message mapping between operations and between business operations and technological 
components as claimed ("HTML representation of those processes. . in col. 13 line 56. Further, 
note Figure 6, item 150 and the corresponding sections of the disclosure.) 

Regarding claim 12: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses the binding component 
further defines message structure and declaring messages as claimed (Note the rejection of claim 11. 
HTML defines a structure for messages.) 

Regarding claims 13 and 14: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 11. The 
HTML representation of the processes and overall workflow model define semantics and 
conditionals of the model. 

Regarding claim 15: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses a second binding component 
that binds the business operations with a second component outside of the dataflow diagram as 
claimed ("executing the processes is accomplished by (1) inverse transforming the related HTML 
page (also known as a HTML process definition) to the language of a workflow server. . ." in col. 2 
lines 59-62) 



Regarding claim 17: 
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The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 10. 
Regarding claim 18: 

The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses business operations as 
actions connected by data flowing between then and actions are ports and messages wherein a 
binding file provides virtual port and message mapping between business operations and 
technological components as claimed (Note at least Figure 12 and the corresponding sections of the 
disclosure. Further, "In a FlowMark process, the following are defined: how work is to progress 
from one activity to the next; which persons are to perform activities and what programs they are to 
use. . in col. 4 lines 57-60, "The flow of control through a running process determines the 
sequence in which activities are executed" in col. 5 lines 63-64. Finally, "The buildtime client 
constructs processes defining the flow and constructs of a work process, including activities, 
programs or processes, people, roles, and control data connectors" in col. 13 lines 22-25) 

Regarding claim 19: 

The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 12. 
Regarding claim 20: 

The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 13. 
Regarding claim 21: 

The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 14. 
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Regarding claim 23: 

The rejection of claim 22 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses the binding module allowing 
the user to specify the business implementation as claimed ("defining process and activity 
settings. . in col. 6 lines 61-62) 

Regarding claim 24: 

The rejection of claim 22 is incorporated, and further, Boden discloses allowing the user to specify 
programmable semantics as claimed (Note the rejection regarding claim 23) 

Regarding claim 25: 

Note the rejection regarding claim 22. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicants' amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicants 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the Examiner 
should be directed to Trenton J. Roche whose telephone number is (571) 272-3733. The Examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, 
Kakali Chaki can be reached on (571) 272-3719. The fax phone number for the organisation where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Trenton J Roche 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2193 
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